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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the following communications: Amendment filed 04/30/2007. 

This action is made Final. Applicant's amendment has changed the scope of the claim and 
therefore necessitated the final. 

2. Claims 1 -9 are pending in the case. Claims 1 , and 5 are the independent claims. 

Drawings 

3. The previous objection to the drawings is now moot as the specification has been amended to 
include the missing numbers and the drawings have been accepted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 5-6, 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hinegardner et 
al. (hereinafter Hinegardner) U.S. Patent No. 6,803,929 issued Oct 12, 2004 and filed July 5, 
2001. 

In regard to Independent claim 5, Hinegardner teaches a method of executing a multi-clipboard, 
the method comprising: 

• Determining whether a predetermined amount of time has passed after a paste menu is 
activated (Hinegardner column 4, lines 1-10 and column 8, lines 40-50) 

• Pasting data stored in a basic clipboard if a signal indicating a user's selection to the 
paste menu is received before the predetermined amount of time has passed (column 4, 
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lines 1-10, and Column 8, lines 40-45) Hinegardner teaches the pasting of the 
information to the clipboard at a time specified by the user. 
• Displaying data stored in a multi-clipboard if the predetermined amount of time has 

passed (See figure 9 and column 4, lines 35-41) Hinegardner shows multiple items in the 
clipboard are displayed where the user sequence to copy the information to the clipboard 
occurs after an interval. 



With respect to dependent claim 6, Hinegardner teaches the method wherein the method 
further comprises a user input indicating a user's selection of one item of the displayed data 
is received, pasting the selected item of the displayed data (column 8, lines 9-48). 

With respect to dependent claim 8, Hinegardner teaches the method wherein step (c) further 
comprises arranging the data stored in the multi-clipboard in the same order that each item of 
the data is stored (Figure 10). 

With respect to dependent claim 9, Hinegardner teaches the method wherein the method 
further comprises (e) pasting the data stored in the basic clipboard by using paste softkeys 
(column 8, lines 40-50) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 
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7. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hinegardner et 
al. (hereinafter Hinegardner) U.S. Patent No. 6,803,929 issued Oct 12, 2004 and filed July 5, 
2001, in view of Goldstein et al (hereinafter Goldstein) U.S. Publication No 20020143985 
published Oct 3, 2002. 



In regard to Independent claim 1, Hinegardner teaches an apparatus for executing a multi- 
clipboard, the apparatus comprising: 

• A basic clipboard and a multi-clipboard in which data is stored by implementing a copy or 
cut operation (Hinegardner column 4,lines 1-11 and Figures 1-10). Hinegardner teaches 
a queue that can comprise a single item and multiple items and is displayed as cards in a 
deck. Hinegardner teaches the queue is a clipboard (See column 6, lines 53-54). A copy 
and cut operation along with paste can be performed. 

• A timer which counts an amount of time after a paste menu is activated (Hinegardner 
column 4, lines 1-1 1 and 35-41) Hinegardner discloses a timer that tracks the time 
interval of user input before performing an operation. 

• A basic clipboard executing unit which pastes the data stored in the basic clipboard if the 
paste menu is selected before the amount of time counted by the timer is not greater 
than a predetermined amount of time (Hinegardner column 4, lines 1-11 and 35-41) 
Hinegardner teaches the operation is performed at an interval set by the user which can 
be before a predetermined amount of time. Hinegardner shows a system that makes a 
determination both on time and if items are already in the queue. Nonetheless, each item 
in the queue is represented as a single card or clipboard. 

• A multi-clipboard executing unit which displays the data stored in the multi-clipboard if the 
paste menu is selected after the amount of time counted by the timer is greater than the 
predetermined amount of time (Hinegardner column 5, lines 45-60 and column 6, lines 45- 
54 and column 8, lines 20-60) Hinegardner shows (See figure 9) where multiple items are 
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placed on a clipboard after a user has performed a user action sequence and a time 
interval has been exceeded. 
Hinegardner does not expressly teach: 

• A basic clipboard executing unit which pastes the data stored in the basic clipboard if the 
paste menu is selected before the amount of time counted by the timer is greater than a 
predetermined amount of time 
Hinegardner suggests that the first action sequence of a user selecting a file with an input 
device and then holding the mouse button down for an interval for 3 seconds executes the 
command of paste after the interval expires. However, in the passage (column 4, lines 5-10) 
Hinegardner suggests that the interval can be set to some other minimum time interval and 
the skilled artisan would determine that the interval could be zero or to any other interval, the 
user desires. If the interval were zero then the response would be automatic. Hinegardner 
also teaches that a key can be pressed after a pointing event without a time interval attached, 
which is a second suggestion of automatic operation. Nonetheless, the teachings of 
Hinegardner are not specifically clear that even though the interval can be set to possibly 
zero, the counter time is not mentioned as being checked to make a determination. Goldstein 
teaches a clipboard that executes a timer when a series of keystrokes are executed to 
determine the time elapsed between strokes that could be between the select and the paste 
command. The elapsed time, as counted by a counter, is checked to see if the selection is 
performed between the predetermined limit and the selection, which would provide for a 
process of selecting, after making a comparison to a counted time, prior to the time 
exceeding an interval. Hinegardner teaches the purpose of the interval is to distinguish the 
input event from normal input events (See column 4, lines 29-40) such as the left and right 
button menus normally associated with file manager commands. Nonetheless, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, having the 
teachings of Hinegardner and Goldstein in front of them, to modify the system of Hinegardner 
to include a feature to copy the contents of the selected item to the clipboard prior to the user 
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exceeding a predetermined time interval between command inputs. The motivation to 
combine the teachings comes from the suggestion in Goldstein that the process of using 
predefined keystrokes to execute the users desires to copy, cut and paste using a memory 
buffer while tracking the time interval between the strokes is well known in the art (See page 
2, Para 0020). Further, Goldstein teaches that there are various techniques for recognizing 
time-limited keystroke sequences in the art, where a microcontroller can be employed to 
recognize the keystroke and calculating the time elapsed between strokes (See Para 0022, 
bottom). 

Moreover, Goldstein is a specific example of the alternative embodiments presented in 
Hinegardner where keystrokes combines with time intervals are contemplated (See column 8, 
lines 35-49). 



With respect to dependent claim 2, Hinegardner teaches the apparatus herein, if a user input 
indicating a user's selection of one item of the displayed data is received, the multi-clipboard 
executing unit pastes the selected item of the displayed data (column 8, lines 9-48). 

With respect to dependent claim 3, Hinegardner teaches the apparatus wherein the multi- 
clipboard executing unit displays the data stored in the multi-clipboard in an order in which the 
data is stored (Figure 10) Hinegardner shows the files displayed in order 1, 2, 3. 



8. 



Claims 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hinegardner 
et al. (hereinafter Hinegardner) U.S. Patent No. 6,803,929 issued Oct 12, 2004 and filed July 
5, 2001 in view of Goldstein et al (hereinafter Goldstein) U.S. Publication No 20020143985 
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published Oct 3, 2002, in further view of Martinez et al. (hereinafter Martinez) U.S. 
Publication 2003/0076364 published Apr. 24, 2003 and filed Oct. 18, 2001. 



With respect to dependent claims 4 and 7, as indicated in the above discussion Hinegardner in 
view of Goldstein teaches every limitation of claims 1 and 5. 

Hinegardner in view of Goldstein does not expressly disclose where the apparatus 
wherein the latest copied or cut data is stored in the basic clipboard. 

Martinez teaches a clipboard where the last pasted information is displayed in the clipboard that 
can be considered a basis clipboard for single items (See Para 0020). Hinegardner and Martinez 
are analogous art because they both teach processes of manipulating and managing information 
and processes of cutting, copying and pasting and retrieving information from system clipboards. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention, having the teachings of Goldstein, Hinegardner and Martinez in front of them, to 
modify the system of Hinegardner to display the last entered item in the clipboard to the user. The 
motivation to combine Hinegardner and Goldstein with Martinez comes from the expressed 
suggestion in Martinez of performing operations on a clipboard once the user has performed a 
function and to display to the user the information within the clipboard via a popup where the 
indication is displayed to the user that the last item copied is shown. 

It is noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art 
references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting 
in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it 
would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 
F.2d 1331, 1332-33,216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 
1006,1009, 158 USPQ 275, 277 (CCPA 1968)). 

Response to Arguments 



9. 



Applicant's arguments filed 04/30/2007 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
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Applicant's argument for claim 5 

Applicant argues in claim 1 the Hinegardner does not teach a process of pasting information to a 
specific clipboard prior to a predetermine interval after a keystroke because the applicant argues 
that Hinegardner teaches pasting after the interval (See argument Page 7, Top). Claim 1 has 
been amended and applicant argues that claim 5 recites features analogous to claim 1 and 
therefore the same argument applies. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

The Examiner considers the argued limitations of claim 1 and claim 5 different in scope. For 
example, the argued claim 1 limitation contains: 

• A basic clipboard executing unit which pastes the data stored in the basic clipboard if the 
paste menu is selected before the amount of time counted by the timer is greater than a 
predetermined amount of time 

The argued limitation of claim 5, contains: 

• Pasting data stored in a basic clipboard if a signal indicating a user's selection to the 
paste menu is received before the predetermined amount of time has passed 

Claim 1 makes a comparison to a counted amount of time by the timer to see if a predetermined 
amount of time has passed while claim 5 only makes a comparison to see if the time has passed. 
Therefore, based on the subtle yet distinct difference in claim 1 and 5, the Examiner maintains 
the 102 rejection over Hinegardner because Hinegardner teaches the user can set the time 
interval to a time they see fit (See column 4, lines 5-10) and Hinegardner teaches a process 
where a specific keystroke could be used copy via a keystroke without making a comparison to 
time (See column 8, lines 40-45). If the user can perform the action sequence by pointing and 
then selecting a keystroke then the command is automatically executed, without a wait and 
before and predetermined time has passed. The scenario can be as follows, the system can be 
setup so that the user can perform a paste function to the clipboard by A) pointing at the file and 
then hitting a specific keystroke so that the command happens instantaneously. B) The user can 
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select the file, hold the mouse for an interval and then the after the interval has passed then the 
system will paste the file to a clipboard, as taught by Hinegardner. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the 
date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Steven B. Theriault whose telephone number is (571) 272-5867. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F 7:30 - 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For mori information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217.-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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